BETWEEN CHAOS AND TYRANNY
by the political obscurantism favoured by demagogy of all sorts.
The bringing of the various experiments made, for instance, by
Salazar in Portugal, Kemal Ataturk in Turkey, Metaxas in Greece,
and Dollfuss in Austria, under the comprehensive term of Fascism,
and their placing on a similar footing with Nazism, is an example
of the tendency of doctrinaires to think in terms of schematic
generalizations, deliberately ignoring realities because they decline
to fit in with their doctrine.
A democracy can certainly retain the essential elements of
democratic life while setting up a dictatorship. When the tran-
sitory emergency conditions that called for this have passed, the
return can be made without difficulty to the normal forms of
democracy. But in spite of a surface preservation of democratic
forms, institutions may be developed in the midst of the democratic
system which lead inevitably to a form of modern absolutism and
tyranny. From these it is difficult or impossible to emerge.
I do not wish to suggest that confusion of this sort is always
deliberately produced. But the facile criteria adopted, for
instance, by some of the emigres from various countries have the
effect of discrediting the valuable attempts at the regeneration
of democracy, while they win adherents for measures which
actually belong to the arsenal of tyranny.
It is difficult to form a just judgment of the attempts made to
adapt democracy to the new conditions of existence in such
countries as Portugal, Austria, Greece, or the Poland of Pilsudski.
Are they attempts at the admittance of the Revolution? are they
examples of the important and honourable union of tradition and
revolution? Or do they not also contain elements of its insincere
reception? are they not examples of a putting off of real decisions
or of the production of an abortion of the Revolution?
Only a close investigation could provide an answer. But no one
is entitled to question the fact that in these cases a real effort was
made to cope with the critical problem of the new order which is
indispensable for the future. It would be demagogy to refuse out
of prejudice to admit that a regeneration of democracy in general,
within certain limits, is needed.
In considering all these tentative experiments, we must not look
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